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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



This Amendment is in response to the Non-Final OfFice Action mailed on 8/05/2005, for the 
present application, which has been reviewed. The present amended claims 1, 16, aod 28 cotistdered 
together with the following remarks, the arguments below md request for reconsideration are believed 
sufficient to place tlie application into condition for allowance. Amended claim I is now further 
limited to methods for an interactive computer based traiWt^g and testing. Claim 16 is now further 
limited to a defined interactive computer based training ai d testing system. No new matter has been 
added to the application. Applicants express appreciati m for the though fcfiil examination by the 
Examiner. Support for tlic aijiendments can be found in the specification m paragraphs 15 and 29. 

The present invention is drawn to niethods for an interactive coir9)uter based training system 



L 



and testing of building safety information, aad an interaktivc computer based training and testing 
system. 
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SJQt Should Be Withdrawn 



The present Office Action rejects claims 1-15 Jnder 35 U.S.C. § 101 for allegedly bemg 
directed merely to an abstract idea that is not. tied to a tedinological art, directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. In view of the artjendraents to claim 1 (dqlcndcnt claims 2-15), Applicant respectfully 
submit that the claims of the present application are dir jcted to an invention conyrising specified 
steps diat is within the technological arts and that prodi ccs a use.ful, concrete and tangible result. 
The claimed method steps arc used to train and test builcing safety. Applicants respectfiilly submit 



that the outstanding rejection to claims 1-15 under 35 USC 
Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Fin> Groun. 149 F-3d ul 
mete feet a claimed invention involves inputting numbers 
subject matter, unless, of coiu-sc, it$ operation docs not 



101 has been rendered moot See, State St 
8 (Fed, Cir. 1998). where it states tliat the 
or steps, would not render it nonstatutory 
produce a "usefiil, concrete and tangible 



result". 



For the reasons set forth above, Applicant subinit that claims 1-15, as amended, recite 
patentable subject matter and that newly amended chims M5 are in conformance with 4e 
requirements set forth in MPEP § 2106 and withdrawal of ttis rejection is respectfully requested. 



Rejection of Claims 1-tl and 13-28 Under 35 



1L_S.-C.- S 102 Should Be Withdrawn 



The present Office Action rejects claims l-H, and 13-28 under 35 U.S.C. section 102(f) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent Application 10/097,783, Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rejection- and request favorable reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. Further, Applicants 
submit this rejection is rendered moot by the foregoing amekdments and the following comments. 

The standard for a rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1020)) i! 



is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth 
inherently described, in a single prior art reference. If an 



is established in MPEP §2131. A claim 
in the claim is found, either Gxpic&sify or 
indepeadeat claim is allowable under 35 



U.S.C. § 1 02, ±m any claim dqjending therefrom is also allowable 
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In order to further the prosccutioti of this, application, and without acquiescing to the 
Examiner's rejection and while reserving the tight to prosecute the original claims (or sitnilar claims) 
in tfie future. Applicants have amended clairfiis 1 and 16. Amended claim 1 is now further Umited to 
methods for an interactive computer based tfisuning and testing. Claim 16 is now further limited to a 
defmcd interactive conqjutcr based training and testing system. 

The present appHcation is drawn au interactive computer based trainmg system and testing of 
building safety information, and an interactive computer based training and testing system. 

US. Patent Application 10/097,783 docs not teach the interactive computer based methods 
for training and education, combined with testing as disclosed in this instant specification. In 
patticular, the prior application 10/097,783 is mostly directed to cost-effectiveness and a revenue 

■ 

management system. 

* 

For the reasons set forth above, Applicant submit that claims 1-15, as amended, recite 
patfcntablc subject matter and that newly amended claims 1-15 have been, sufficiently dififcrcntiated 
frotn U.S. Patent AppHcation 10/097,783, thus withdrawal of this rejection is respcctfiilly requested. 

Rejection of Clai ms 1-28 Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 Should Be Withdrawn 
The present action rejects claims 1-28 under 35 U.S.C. section 103(a) as being obvious over 
Kouba et al (U.S. Patent 6,325,63 1). Applicants respectfully traverse ttiis rejection and request 
fevorable reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. Further, Applicants submit this rejection is 
rendered moot by the foregoing amendments and die following comments. 

First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, eidier in the references themselves or in 
the knowledge genetaJily available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to 
combine reference teachings for a interactive computer based methods for training and education, 
combined with testing with the claimed specific properties. Second, there must be some reasonable 
e?^cctation of success. Finally, the prior art reference must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. 
The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the reasonable expectation of 

* 

• s 

PAGE 11/14 ' RCVD AT MOOS 5:42:02 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO{FXRF-ei26 ' DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:2026i91559 ' DURATION (inm-$s):04'50 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



02/86/2006 17:39 



2026591559 



DICKINSON WRIGHT 



PAGE 12/14 



Applicatioii No, 10/711,288 
Amendment Dated: February 6, 2006 



AttyDktNo.: 28747,00004 
Customer No.: 35161 



Reply to Office Action of: August 5, 2005 

4 

success must be both found m the prior art, and not based on applicant's disclcsute. In re Vaeck, 947 
F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). See MPEP 2142. 

TTie present application is drawn an interactive con^mter based training system and testing of 
building safety information, wherein all training and testing, and an interactive conputcr based 
training and testing system. 

Kouba discloses an instructor giving basic training, then the computer program giving 
site specific training & certification. Kouba is tailored to flie needs of manufacturing plants 
and contract employees. In contrast, the instant invention is drawn to sites building-specific 
emergency response plans. AdditionaUy, Kouba relies upon testing sites such as community 
colleges. The instant invention is directed to traimiig at a place of employment Finally, 
Kouba is directed to basic OSHA courses, while the instant invention is specifically drawn to 
site-specific emergency procedures per'the particular building's state/city codes. 

For the reasons set forth above, Applicant submit diat claims 1-27 as amended, recite 
patentable subject matter and that newly amended claims 1-27 have been sufficiently differentiated 
from Kouba, thus withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

In Ught of the foregoing, Applicant therefore believes claims 1-28 are in condition for 
allowance, and respectfully requests such allowance. 
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CONCLUSION 

Examiner noted that the prior art of record was considered pertinent to Applicants' disclosure. 
Ajjplicants' have reviewed the prior art of record aud submit it does not adveisely bear on the 
patentabiKty of the pending claims. 

•In light of the foregoing^ Applicants respectfully submit they have addressed each and every 
item presented by the Examiner in this Office Action, Favorable reconsideration of all of the claims 
as amended is earnestly solicited. Applicants submit diat the present application, with the foregoing 
claim and specification amendments and accompanying remarks, is in a cctodition for allowance and 
respectfully request such allowance. 

In the event any furflicr matters requiring attention are noted by Examiner or in the event that 
prosecution of this application can otherwise be advanced thereby, a telephone call to Applicants' 
undersigned representative at.the number shown below is invited. 



biCKINSON WRIGHT PLLC 
1901 LSt.,N.W. 
Suite 800 

Washington, D.C, 20036 
Telephone: 202/659^6946 
Facsimile: 202/659-1559 
Date: February 6. 2006 



Regpgptfully submitted 

JohAJS^f Naber 
/fP' Registration No. 46,487 




DC 2l7«7-4 f(M477»2 1/2/2086 
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